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Introduction 


On Thursday, 22 January 1987, the House adopted the following 
report of the Standing Committee on Public Accounts: 


Your Committee begs to report the incident of the 
attempted serving of the Member for Brantford (Mr 
Gillies), a Member of the Standing Committee on Public 
Accounts, with a writ during the proceedings of the 
Committee this morning. 


Your Committee recommends the referral of this matter to 
the Standing Committee on the Legislative Assembly for 
investigation and report to the House as soon as 
possible. 


In view of the fact that the Standing Committee on Public 
Accounts feels so strongly that it cannot be interfered 
with in the conduct of its business, Your Committee 
recommends strongly to the Committee to which the matter 
is referred that it consider the engagement of legal 
counsel to assist Mr Gillies in defending himself against 
legal action arising from this matter [see Appendix "I" 
for a list of witnesses and the dates on which they 
appeared before the Committee and Appendix "II" for a 
list of the Exhibits]. 


The Committee held meetings on the 17th, 18th and 19th of February, 
1987, and heard evidence from Phil Gillies, M.P.P., Lyn Artmont, 
Executive Assistant to Phil Gillies, M.P.P., Sidney N. Lederman, 
Q.C., Counsel to Ivan Fleischmann and Canadian Intercorp Limited, 
Rex B. Clamp, a partner in Metro Process Servers Ltd., and David 
Patton, a process server with Metro Process Servers Ltd. The 
Committee also heard evidence from the Speaker and the Clerk of the 
Legislative Assembly. 
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Chronology 


The Committee has reviewed the transcript of the proceedings and 
the exhibits filed relating to the matter before it and has agreed 
to the following chronology of events: 


October 27, 1986 


October 28, 


October 29, 


1986 


1986 


Mr Gillies raised the Huang and Danczkay 
matter in the House. 

[Legislative Assembly of Ontario, Debates, 
October 27, 1986, p. 2808] 


Mr Gillies issued a press’ release. on 
Progressive Conservative caucus letterhead - 
"Developer with Liberal Ties Given Special 
Treatment by the Ministry of Housing." 


Mr. Gillies raised the Huang and Danczkay 
matter in the House. 

[Legislative Assembly of Ontario, Debates, 
Oct. 28, 1986, pp. 2850-2851] 


The Toronto Sun published a story - "Special 
Deal for Grits". 
[The Toronto Sun, October 28, 1986] 


Sometime during this period, Mr Ivan 
Fleischmann retained the law firm of Stikeman, 
Elliott and asked that it initiate a libel 
action against Mr Gillies, Ms Artmont, The 
Toronto Sun and two of its reporters. A 
notice of libel, pursuant to the Libel and 
Slander Act, was prepared. Under the Act, a 
libel action against a newspaper must be 
commenced within six weeks of the publication 
of the alleged libel. January 27, 1987, 
therefore, became the last day available for 
the issuance of a statement of claim. 
However, the service of the statement of claim 
could have been made up to six months after 
the action was commenced. According to Mr 
Lederman, Stikeman, Elliott was asked to serve 
the statement of claim quickly, as is the 
practice of the firm. 

[Testimony of Mr S.N. Lederman, Standing 
Committee on the Legislative Assembly, 
"Transcript", Feb. 18, 1987, pp. M-2, M-17-18] 


Mr Gillies raised the Huang and Danckzay 
matter in the House. 

[Legislative Assembly of Ontario, Debates, 
Oct. 29, 1986, p. 2901] 
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October 30, 1986 Mr Gillies in the Standing Committee on Public 
Accounts gave notice that he would bring a 
motion before the Committee the following 
week, asking the Committee to undertake an 
inquiry into the loan by the Ministry of 
Housing to Huang and Danckzay. 

[Standing Committee on Public Accounts, 
"Transcript", Oct. 30, 1986, p. 2967] 


Mr Lederman stated that prior to November 5, 
1986, the firm of Stikeman, Elliott examined 
the propriety of serving documents on a member 
of the Legislature at his office at Queen's 
Park. The firm considered section 38 of the 
Legislative Assembly Act and reviewed the 
leading Canadian authority on parliamentary 
privilege, Beauchesne's Rules and Forms of the 
House of Commons’ of Canada. The firm 
concluded that "service of a court document on 
a member of the provincial parliament at his 
office in Queen's Park was lawful and not in 
contravention of any legislative privilege 
enjoyed by the member." 
[Standing Committee on the _ Legislative 
Assembly, "Transcript", No. M-64, Feb. 18, 
1987, pp. M-2-3] 


November 5, 1986 Ms Lyn Artmont stated that on the morning of 
November 5, 1986, she received a telephone 
call from someone claiming to be a journalist, 
but who, she believed, was from a law firm. 
He asked who wrote the news release of October 
27, 1986, whether the contents of the press 
release had been stated in the House and in 
committee by Mr Gillies, and why the press 
release was on Progressive Conservative caucus 
letterhead. 

[Standing Committee on the Legislative 
Assembly, "Transcript", Feb. 17, 1987, pp. M- 
1620-1, M-1625-1] 


Both Mr Gillies and Ms Lyn Artmont stated that 
they heard that notice of the libel action 
against them had been posted in the press 
gallery. 

[Ibid, pp. M-1405-1, M-1625-1] 


Ms Artmont stated that she was called out of 
Question Period in the afternoon of November 
5, and was told that the P.C. caucus has been 
served with a letter of intent from Mr 
Fleischmann. Subsequently she was handed a 
"letter" by a young man and was asked to take 
a "letter" for Mr Gillies. 

[Ibid., p. M-1625-1] 
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November 6, 1986 


January, 1987 


January 13, 1987 


January 14, 1987 


January 15, 1987 


Mr Gillies stated that after Question Period a 
lady approached him and handed hima "letter 
of intent" from Mr Fleischmann's solicitors. 
Mr Gillies understood the letter provided him 
with an opportunity to retract some points 
before legal action was commenced. 

[Ibid., M-1410-1] 


Mr Lederman stated that an articling student 
from the firm of Stikeman, Elliott served the 
notices of libel on Ms Artmont at her office 
in Queen's Park. Ms Artmont accepted the 
Notice of Libel on behalf of Mr Gillies. Mr 
Lederman stated that the firm of Stikeman, 
Elliott did not post a notice with respect to 
the serving of documents in the Queen's Park 
press gallery, nor was the Notice served on Mr 
Gillies personally. 

[Standing Committee on the Legislative 
Assembly, "Transcript", No. M-64, Feb. 18, 
1987, p. M-2] 


The Standing Committee on Public Accounts 
adopted Mr Gillies' motion with respect to an 
inquiry into the Huang and Danczkay matter. 
The Committee placed the matter on its agenda. 
[Standing Committee on Public Accounts, 
"Transcript", Nov. 6, 1986] 


Mr Gillies stated that after the Christmas 
holidays he said to Ms Artmont with respect to 
the Notice of Libel: "Gee, I wonder if we 
Will ever hear anything more about that?" Mr 
Gillies assumed they would not. 

[Standing Committee on the Legislative 
Assembly, "Transcript", Feb. 17, 1987, pp. M- 
1410-2] 


The Steering Committee of the Standing 
Committee on Public Accounts met in camera to 
schedule its meetings, including setting 
January 22, 1987, as the date when the 
Committee would deal with the Huang = and 
Danezkay matter. 


Statement of Claim was prepared by Stikeman, 
Elliott and issued in the Supreme Court of 
Ontario. 

[Standing Committee on the Legislative 
Assembly, "Transcript", No. M-64, Feb. 18, 
1987, p. M-3] 


Stikeman, Elliott contacted Metro Process 
Servers Ltd. and instructed the firm to serve 
Mr Gillies and Ms Artmont with a Statement of 
Claim at their offices at Queen's Park. 
[Ibid. ] 
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January 16, 1987 


January 19, 1987 


Metro Process Servers Ltd. received statements 
of claim from Stikeman, Elliott. 

[Worksheet provided by Mr Clamp, Exhibit No. 
2/1/17) 


Ms Artmont stated that on this date she 
received a telephone call from someone who was 
calling on behalf of Stikeman, Elliott. The 
man did not identify himself by name. 
[Standing Committee on the Legislative 
Assembly, "Transcript", Feb. 17, 1987, p. M- 
1625-1; Affidavit of Ms Lyn Artmont, Exhibit 
No. 2/1/07] 


Mr Clamp stated that the date on which he 
called Ms Artmont was January 20, 1987, but 
could have been the 19th. 

[Standing Committee on the Legislative 
Assembly, "Transcript", Feb. 18, 1987, p. M- 
1050-10] 


Ms Artmont stated that the man said he had a 
"letter to deliver" to Mr Gillies and to her. 
[Affidavit of Ms Artmont, Exhibit No. 2/1/07] 


Mr Clamp stated that he used the term "legal 
papers" or "legal documents". 

[Standing Committee on the Legislative 
Assembly, "Transcript", Feb. 18, 1987, pp. M- 
1020-1; M-1035-1] 


Ms Artmont proceeded to inform the caller of 
Mr Gillies' and her schedules for Monday, 
Tuesday, Wednesday and Thursday of that week. 


Mr Clamp stated that during this conversation 
with Ms Artmont he attempted to arrive at a 
mutually agreeable time when the Statement of 
Claim could be served. 

[Ibid., Feb. 18, 1987, p. M-1030-1] 


Mr Clamp was particularly interested in their 
schedules for Wednesday and Thursday of that 
week. These were the days when Mr Patton 
worked for the firm and thus would be able to 
serve the documents. 
[Ibid., p. M-1055-2] 


Mr Clamp arranged for Thursday morning, when 
Mr Gillies and Ms Artmont would be together in 
Room 151, where they could be_- served 
personally at the same time. 

[Ibid., p. M-1145-2] 
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January 22, 


1987 


Mr Clamp stated that 10.30 (a.m.) was the time 
that was set for the delivery or service of 
the documents, and asked whether’ the 
proceedings would be interrupted. 

[Ibid., p. M-1125-1] 


According to Mr Clamp, Ms Artmont assured him 
that there would be no interruption. 
[Ibid., p. M-1045-1] 


Ms Artmont stated that the caller (Mr Clamp) 
did not wish "to disturb Mr Gillies", but did 
not ask whether it would be appropriate to 
serve Mr Gillies during the meeting of the 
Public Accounts Committee. Nor, according to 
Ms Artmont, did she advise the man that Mr 
Gillies and she could be served during the 
meeting of the Committee, nor was she asked 
whether this could be done. 

[Affidavit of Ms Lyn Artmont, Exhibit No. 
2/1/07] 


Mr Clamp stated that Thursday was the best 
time for him to serve the documents; however, 
had he been told by Ms Artmont that Thursday 
Was inconvenient, he would have made other 
arrangements. 

[Standing Committee on the Legislative 
Assembly, "Transcript", Feb. 18, 1987, p. M- 
1120-1] 


At about 9.00 a.m., Mr Gillies called Ms 
Artmont and asked her to take his file on 
Huang and Danczkay to the Public Accounts 
Committee in Room phen ie - During this 
conversation Ms Artmont said, according to Mr 
Gillies, that "she had forgotten to tell me 
earlier in the week that somebody had phoned 
saying they were representing Stikeman, 
Elliott and they wanted to give me a hand- 
delivered letter some time this week." 
[Standing Committee on the Legislative 
Assembly, "Transcript", Feb. 17, 1987, p. M- 
1415-1] 


Mr Gillies then asked her if she knew what it 
was about and she said she did not, "but we 
mused at the time as to whether, as we 
recalled, Stikeman, Elliott was Mr 
Fleischmann's law firm and as to whether it 
was apropos the same matter." 

[Ibid., p. M-1415-1] 


Ms Artmont stated that she told Mr Gillies 
that he might be getting a letter from a law 
firm, but did not recall naming the law firm. 
According to Ms Artmont, Mr Gillies was upset 
and asked questions with respect to _ the 
matter. Ms Artmont then told Mr Gillies: "Do 
not worry about it, it is nothing. It is 
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probably not Fleischmann, and if it is 
Fleischmann, they would not show up today, and 
they certainly would not come into committee." 
[Ibid., p. M-1635-2] 


Ms Artmont stated that she chose not to tell 
Mr Gillies about the telephone conversation 
with Mr Clamp earlier in the week because she 
did not think the matter was important. 
[Ibid., p. M-1635-2] 


On Thursday morning January 22, 1987, Mr 
Patton was asked by Mr Clamp to serve the 
Statement of Claim on Mr Gillies and Ms 
Artmont. 

[Standing Committee on the Legislative 
Assembly, "Transcript", No. M-65, Feb. 19, 
1987, p. M-1] 


Mr Patton was given instructions to go to Room 
151 and ask for Lyn Artmont, who would direct 
him to Mr Gillies. 

[Ibid., p. M-3] 


Both Mr Patton and Ms Artmont sat at the back 
of Room 151 directly across from each other. 
When they looked at each other, Mr Patton 
approached Ms Artmont and, according to Mr 
Patton, Ms Artmont said "I believe you are 
looking for me". ; 
[Ibid., p. M-15] 


At this point Mr Patton said he had a 
Statement of Claim to deliver to her and 
handed it to her. 

[Ibid., p. M-5] 


Mr Patton then asked Ms Artmont if Mr Gillies 
was in the room and she said yes and that she 
would get him. 
[Ibid., p. M-9] 


Ms Artmont then went to the coffee table and 
talked to Mr Gillies, who came over to Mr 
Patton. When Mr Patton gave Mr Gillies the 
Statement of Claim, Mr Gillies, according to 
Mr Patton, said: "I believe I cannot take the 
document". However, Mr Gillies did take the 
document. 

[Ibid., pp. M-12, M-13] 


Mr Gillies stated that on Thursday, January 
22, 1987, he went to the Public Accounts 
Committee in Room 151. He was sitting at his 


place and then got up and went to the coffee 
table, at which time Ms Artmont caught his eye 
and beckoned him to go to the back of the 
room. There he met Mr Patton who asked him if 
he were Mr Gillies. Mr Patton then said he 
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had "a document to serve to me and handed me 
this writ." After looking at it quickly Mr 
Gillies said that he was not sure whether he 
should accept the document since it appeared 
to be writ and Mr Gillies "was not’ sure 
whether, in fact, I should accept such a 
document because of a vague awareness that we 
all have of the provisions of the Legislative 
Assembly Act." No one appeared to know what 
to do next. Mr Gillies looked at Ms Artmont, 
who suggested, "Well, you have the papers in 
your hand now. Why not hang on to them until 
some sort of determination is made as to 
whether it was appropriate that they be served 
and whether, in fact, they were legally served 
or not." Mr Gillies kept the documents in his 
possession. 

[Standing Committee on the Legislative 
Assembly, "Transcript", Feb. 17. 1987, p. M- 
1420-2] 
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Recommendations 


Based on the evidence before the Committee, your Committee 
concludes that the service of legal process on Mr Gillies in Room 
151 of the Legislative Building while the Standing Committee on 
Public Accounts was meeting constitutes a contempt of the House. 


A member is immune from service within the precincts of the House 
by virtue of a privilege enjoyed by the House in its corporate 
Capacity on the ground that the service, or attempted service, of 
process in the precincts of the House is a violation of the dignity 
of, and an insult to, Parliament and an abuse of the privilege of 
admission to the precincts extended to persons by the House. 


No member of Parliament, officer or employee of the Office of the 
Assembly, employee of any caucus or of any member, or other person, 
may authorize or invite a person onto the precincts to serve legal 
process. 


This Committee concludes that Stikeman, Elliott did not use the 
service of the legal documents during the Public Accounts Committee 
proceedings to intimidate Mr Gillies and the other members of the 
Public Accounts Committee. 


This Committee has concluded that a breach of a member's privilege 
has occurred. Stikeman, Elliott, in their capacity as the law firm 
issuing the legal documents, must assume some responsibility for 
the manner in which the documents were served. However, Mr 
Gillies, through his staff, must also share the responsibility for 
the fact that a legal document was served on him during a sitting 
of the Public Accounts Committee. 


Your Committee recommends that: 


ie The House take no action against any individual 
involved in this matter. 


The Committee has considered the recommendation of the Standing 
Committee on Public Accounts that it "consider the engagement of 
legal counsel to assist Mr Gillies in defending himself against 
legal action arising from this matter". 


This is not a matter which Mr Gillies pursued with the Committee 
and the Committee therefore does not propose to make any 
recommendation to the House with respect to it. 


The Committee is of the opinion that sufficient uncertainty exists 
with respect to the interpretation of section 38 of the Legislative 
Assembly Act that the section should be repealed and provision made 
to specifically prohibit the service of civil process upon any 
person in the Legislative Building, in any room in which a properly 
constituted committee of the House is meeting while the committee 
is meeting away from the seat of government, and in the legislative 
office of a member which is not located within the Legislative 
Building. In the latter case, such an office would not include the 
constituency office of a member but would include a member's office 
in the Whitney Block or in a similar office assigned to a minister 





e7ingit. aa) Ve moidatohy 2 al. 
to egeliVing @ff %o ssuce. ce 1a 
seu ad7 qd. enone od bob ae 


] 
if tH S0tTt0 od Yo seyotquy ad. seakste aoe to + atin a 
oerug IWSittlo 1 ,edue® Ym. a ae edeven Io sevolqas ionianh: tat 
legal avena od asoatoond of7 ota sonteq. @ eiiytt 10 oerortius ad s 







eq) ety fom’ Lb ¢go0tli3 ,caeekt je dads. esoylonc sitzhmmd estat 
eaj gimme) esmuoocd ‘ol idvi aii gchwub eraguoos fegel ed2 Jo solvtes 
sckt, 16 anedmen todse. ofS Sea esP{il0 af ogabieigal, od egriiisesow 

setsiaes® diavcoss olidyt 


wilt wal add ss ytlesqaa weds nr? , tachi (Ss needles. . ceriecs sad 
101 yellidl4noqse? .amoa suimes de /wirieetupes fegel oc? gotueci 
‘HH .aevewok 8 bey eh .stoe sonsmmeh eno goltw al “seem ent 
ASL yoiiidlenognat edd etads cela. 3oum ,Vigve ald Gpucwet .esiitio 
itjin « poievh elf no bevies dev Sodeemod Lagel aden? 256) a? 
Sa3?immod eimnosé olidud ea? Yo 


agotivieg a’sediee uo domese 2 tat! beabiilopeo nan estsianod elf? : 


tJacs €beamego., sertiamed qw9r 


f cqldeRiert uw tenlega agiges on eee eavoh adf 












ites eit al heviorai : 
: 
antoasté on? Yo uglsabremeocet odd. bevatlenco tant datdimmod ed? ad 
6 Poetiegeyia sft qehlenoo” J). tant e3nuoood of idl: po sedgionad a 
Jeclege “lleentd gniboeled ni avillid ai) Jalaus Of , logmicoe -ifeer c 
| * sag ien -eitng anus grieits noljes faggot 7. 
\fianed add atin beuawq selLlto «Mt. doth onijed. a dow ak alat i 
oa @3ag od -sa0ogom Jan eeoh. etoterwesds eoidimmod vudd. bas 
3i Oo} toaqeo7 MWiiw Gaugh st’ od aoitebeagecgss on 
t04 
: a 
istins yanleisscomy InelolYive Jedd. aolniqn sad io @F Sajgiomo> ent : 
veivalutag] odd lo BE notzese So auldetemeral sc? op dseqesy mie 
stee foletvesq ot beineyay od Sluode Neldoa@ Sad Jans Joh yr . 
ite som R880074 ivio to eelvaee odd; 4i¢lidwW ¢ifeslLiongs ve 


Caged « roltiv ol sor yon al ,gotiitl avideiaiged oni ni nosed 
*oltlnmoo ofs slitw gilteee ct seual ead Yo. seggiamos | Seieoisganos 
vulleleige! ant ni bia ,Seperievog To Jade 6a woTe Yous galdene et 
eviceletyed ofd aiiete Qesacol Jon, 2t vaidv Aediel 2.70 peated 
ots eb font tod olifou scitio es dove 920 tosdal a ab 
sof Tie «'youwse 4 BhUlont Siuow Sud <pdeoo @ To Sofie Padeus 

wisinia - ov tenpisea aolTtc alimia ant 3 Wools yee ta 





10 


of the Crown or a parliamentary assistant. Such an office would be 
designated to be an office for the purposes of this section of the 
Act by the Speaker. 


Your Committee recommends that: 


Pde Section 38 of the Legislative Assembly Act be 
repealed and the following substituted therefor: 


38. No person shall make a personal service 
that is required or authorized by law in 
a civil matter upon another person, . 


(a) in the Legislative Building ; 


(b) in a room or place in Ontario in which a 
duly constituted committee of the Assembly 
is meeting; or 


(c) in an office of a member of the Assembly, 
other than a constituency office, that is 
Situate outside the Legislative Building, 
and that is designated by the Speaker for 
the purposes of this section. 


Paragraph 11 of subsection 45(1) of the Legislative 
Assembly Act be repealed and the following 
substituted therefor: 


11. Making a service upon a= person in 
contravention of section 38. 


Section 39 of the Legislative Assembly Act be 


amended by striking out "the periods mentioned in 
section 38" and inserting in lieu thereof "a 
session of the Legislature or during the twenty 
days preceding or the twenty days following a 
session". 


The Committee is of the opinion that it is important that every 
effort be made to ensure that members of Parliament and those 
involved with or interested in the work of Parliament are aware of 
matters which may be categorized as contempts of Parliament. 


Subject to the Legislative Assembly Act being amended as proposed 
in recommendation 2 above, your Committee recommends that: 


.e A statement with respect to service of process in 
the precincts of the House be circulated to all 
members of the Assembly and their staff, the staff 
of the Office of the Assembly, all deputy 
ministers, and process servers in the Province and 
that the statement also be circulated to all police 
forces by the Solicitor General and that The Law 
Society of Upper Canada inform the legal profession 
of the statement through the Society's "Communique" 
or such other means as_ the Society deems 
appropriate. 





 Udeeneh ond io sedeae 4 Je gotTio ae alte) 

ot Seda ,eot¥to iitenee 6 meld Odio 

optbbiin® ovidatelget odd obledud stasis — a 

a9) tainege af3 gd betengiaoh BF get? bas 7 
.atljoee etrid So amtoqniq. ois 


ov i satzinel act, to (72) aghiseedur to) (? dqastpared 
acinoliqn off baw beleoqet od Perens es 
totem bevudivedue 


ef moeveq 6 atoqu eclwre « grit .TT 
SE apljone to oalsnsvetiea 


-f joA yicwoosA avidalalion! adf to CL. qalrsoeb 
ci beeelJenet gholteg efy” Jum saryitie. wd bebapes 
s" Jommety? jell no) pebewen!t (Sne "GE noliese 
Jrmasm. oft ati “6. oietdalaimpt emf Io ncineve 
& gtivwelio? ayes gine sd? wo “patient ava 

. . "natense 


vores teddy tnedropgat si 3: -tatd, naltiiogs. 2497 Io’ ef sessiaaad sdt 
geo] boys Qnemsiliel Yo enodagm isti  otwene os shen ed Jette 
athe @ts Jogas! \is) lo Wiow sty 1) Oeves otal 76 Waiw pevyiovunl 
immmonilts* la Bigrssned GA DeEltvegesdag sd Yea nolcw S1bJJem 


nseoqe1q #4 Getneme gifted JoA gidmees aviiginina!) aie of Jeeta 
tJerd ehromeogs sstiiowo) tooy ,evecs 5 Wwoldshusamcost al 


1) ssecgy ‘Tc. soivwse a? Joegeet div Jossededa A «.E 
ig of Setaluotls od seuoll odd to, etoaloend) sty 
‘Yass offi ,iate sied) bas ¢ldeeeci at Yo. at9deee 
ytumeh «fie. ,¢ivepeet «6? 6S l|6USe PYRO, 6od ~ 36 
Sie cocivers af? al cisei9a epsoorg Sok ,emieiaig 
e@iloc {ia of betaiveilo of Ocis tetesiata sae tad? 
wal aT Jodi ban Levert) yodlsllo® “att vd Seow 
eolcusion [agal ed? a-witnt channd to@al Yo esetaok 
"sup! quam)” «‘yJofoo® wid Asguowts Jdoseidede odd tS 
weeh eis0® @e@s ea Wiese <GAto § tom’ 946” ; 
stolons 


11 


Your Committee further recommends that: 


4, 


The statement proposed in recommendation 3 be in 
the following words: 


NOTICE 


OFFENCES AGAINST THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF 
ONTARIO 


It is a contempt of the House to serve, or to 
attempt to serve, a civil process in the 
Legislative Building, in a room or place in Ontario 
in which a duly constituted committee of the 
Assembly is meeting or in an office of a member of 
the Assembly, other than a constituency office, 
that is situate outside the Legislative Building, 
and that is designated by the Speaker for the 
purposes of this section. 


Service of a civil process in contravention of the 
Act will constitute a contempt of the House 
regardless of whether the person’ served, or 
attempted to be served, is a member of Parliament 
or another person. 


No member of Parliament, officer or employee of the 
Office of the Assembly, employee of any caucus or 
of any member, or other person, may authorize or 
invite a person into the Legislative Building or 
other proscribed area to serve a civil process. 


Persons wishing to serve a civil process on a 
member of Parliament or any other person working in 
the Legislative Building or in those areas of other 
buildings designated by the Speaker should contact 
the person to be served and make arrangements to 
serve the person outside of the proscribed area. 
For example, a member could agree to be served in 
the park in front of or behind the Legislative 
Building or at his or her place of residence. 
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Dissenting Opinion of Progressive Conservative Members 
of the Committee 


The Progressive Conservative members of the Committee dissent to 
that part of the report that makes conclusions on the conduct of 
the law firm of Stikeman, Elliott, Mr Gillies and his staff. 
These conclusions were included as a result of a motion of Mr 
Bossy of the Liberal Party. We believe that this motion resulted 
out of frustation after the failure by the Liberal members of the 
Committee to go on “wild political fishing expeditions" (Mr 
Warner, NDP - Instant Hansard of Thursday Afternoon, Page M-3, 


March 19, 1987) to extend unnecessarily the hearings of the 
Committee. 


It is unfortunate that the Committee did not heed the advice of Mr 
Callahan (Lib.) - Instant Hansard of Thursday Afternoon, Page M-8) 
- When he said "We are allowing, I am sure, our political 
affiliations and our political ideals to interfere with the 
judgement-making process." We believe that the Committee did just 
that in coming to the conclusions we object to. 


The Conclusion of the Conservative Caucus is that the service of 
the statement of claim in the committee room was accidental, and 
therefore we are unwilling to blame any party for the breach. We 
do find it odd, however, that the members of the two other 
political parties placed an obligation on two defendants in a law 
suit to make certain that they were sued correctly. Surely this 
responsibility was on the shoulders of Mr Fleischmann through his 
agents, as he was the man who was suing these people for 
2.7 million dollars. 


In all other respects we agree with the report, but would urge 
anyone looking into this matter to refer to the Hansard reports in 
order to weigh all of the evidence for themselves. 
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The Honourable Hugh Edighoffer, M.P.P. 
Speaker of the Legislative Assembly of Ontario 


Claude L. DesRosiers 
Clerk of the Legislative Assembly of Ontario 


Phil Gillies, M.P.P. 
Brantford 


Lyn Artmont 
Executive Assistant to Phil Gillies, M.P.P. 


Rex B. Clamp 
Partner 
Metro Process Servers Ltd. 


Sidney N. Lederman, Q.C. 
Counsel to Ivan Fleischmann and 
Canadian Intercorp Limited 


David Patton 
Process Server 
Metro Process Servers Ltd. 
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EXHIBITS 


SUPREME COURT OF ONTARIO - Statement of Claim dated 
14 January 1987 in an action in the Supreme Court 
of Ontario between Ivan Fleischmann and Canadian 
Intercorp Limited, Plaintiffs, and Phil Gillies, 
Lyn Artmont, The Toronto Sun Publishing 
Corporation, Ciaran Ganley and Pauline Comeau, 
Defendants. 


LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO - Transcript of the 
Proceedings of the Standing Committee on Public 
Accounts dated 22 January 1987, pages P-1045-1 to 
P-1135-2. 


STANDING COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC ACCOUNTS - Report to 
the House on 22 January 1987 and adopted by the 
House on 22 January 1987. 


LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO - Excerpt of the 
Debates of the Legislative Assembly of Ontario, 22 
January 1987, pages 4787, 4788, 4799 to 4811. 


STIKEMAN, ELLIOTT - Letter dated 23 February 1987 
to the Honourable Hugh Edighoffer, Speaker, 
Legislative Assembly of Ontario, from Sidney N. 
Lederman, with attached copy of letter dated 22 
January 1987 to Phil Gillies from Sidney N. 
Lederman and copy of an affidavit dated 22 January 
1987 sworn by Rex B. Clamp with respect to 
Fleischmann v. Gillies, Artmont et al. 


LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO - Excerpt of the 
Transcript of the Debates of the Legislative 
Assembly of Ontario dated 26 January 1987, pages L- 
1330-1 to L-1340-1 and L-1400-1 to L-1405-1. 


LYN ARTMONT - Letter dated 27 January 1987 to the 
Chairman of the Committee from Lyn Artmont, 
Executive Assistant to Phil Gillies, M.P.P., with 
an affidavit dated 27 January 1987, sworn by Lyn 
Artmont, attached. 


NEWSPAPER ARTICLES - Clippings as follows:- 23 
January 1987 [Toronto Star], 23 January 1987 
[Toronto Sun], 23 January 1987 [Globe and Mail], 
and 26 January 1987 [Globe and Mail]. 


NEWSPAPER ARTICLES - Clipping from 27 January 1987 
[Globe and Mail]. 


NEWSPAPER ARTICLES - Clipping as follows: - 23 
January 1987 [London Free Press]. 
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2/01/009 
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2/01/012 


2/01/013 


2/01/014 
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2/01/016 


2/01/017 


2/01/018 
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ORDER IN COUNCIL - Order in Council number 3195/78 
dated 8 November 1978 designating certain parts of 
the Legislative Building to be under the control of 
the Speaker. 


MINISTRY OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL - Memorandum 
dated 29 January 1987 from Richard F. Chaloner, 
Deputy Attorney General,to the Clerk of the 
Committee with respect to procedure in defamation 
actions. 


SPEAKER OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY -_ Letter 
dated 3 February 1987 from the Honourable Hugh 
Edighoffer, M.P.P., Speaker of the Legislative 
Assembly of Ontario, to the Chairman of the 
Committee with respect to the service of process in 
the Legislative Building. 


DAVID PATTON - Affidavit dated 28 January 1987 
sworn by David Patton together with a letter dated 
13 February 1987 from Sidney N. Lederman to the 
Clerk of the Committee. 


IVAN FLEISCHMANN - Notice of Libel dated 5 November 
1986 given by Sidney N. Lederman, Q.C., Solicitor 
for Ivan Fleischmann, to Phil Gillies, M.P.P., Lyn 
Artmont, and all members of the Ontario Progressive 
Conservative Caucus. 


PHIL, GILLIES, oM.'.Ps = 9 Dally eJournal of Pats 
Gillies, -MIP.P.7, 19 - 22 #£January 1987. 
[ CONF IDENTI AL ] 

PHIL GILLIES, M.P.P. - Message File of Phil 
Gillies, et ne for 19 ~ 20 January 


1987. [CONFIDENTIAL] 


STIKEMAN, ELLIOTT - Letter dated 15 January 1987 
from David M. Brown to Metro Process Servers Ltd. 
with respect to the service of a Statement of Claim 
on Phil Gillies, M.P.P., Lyn Artmont and others. 


DAVID PATTON - Worksheet dated 16 January 1987 
outlining persons to be served with legal process 
by David Patton. 


STIKEMAN, ELLIOTT - Letter dated 19 February 1987 
from John Sopinka to the Chairman of the Committee 
with respect to instructions to the law firm from 
Ivan Fleischmann and attaching a letter dated 15 
January 1987 from David M. Brown to Ivan 
Fleischmann and a memorandum of law dated 27: June 
1978 from Burton H. Kellock to the Standing 
Committee on Procedural Affairs. 


STIKEMAN, ELLIOTT - Letter dated 5 March 1987 from 
Sidney N. Lederman to the Chairman of the Committee 
with respect to a statement of defence received on 
behalf of Phil Gillies, M.P.P., and Lyn Artmont. 
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No. 2/01/020 STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY - 
Memorandum dated 16 February 1987 from the Clerk of 
the Committee with respect to privilege. 
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